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REMARKS 

A Request for Continued Examination is being submitted ooncuirently with this 
amendment. 

Upon entry of the present amendment. Claims 1-12 are pending in the application, and 
of these^ claims 1, 2, 7» 1 1 and 12 are independent. Claims 1 and 7 are amended herein. 

The applicant gratefully acknowledges the Examiner's indication that claims 2-4, 6, 9» 
10, and 12 are allowed, and that claim 8> although objected to for being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, would be allowable if rewritten in independent fbmi. 

The above-identified Of&ce Action has been reviewed, the references carefully 
considered, and flie Examiner's comments carefully weighed- In view thereof, the present 
Amendment is submitted. Tt t$ contended that by the present amendment, all bases of 
rejection set forth in the Office Action have been traversed and overcome. Accordingly, 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Telephone_Interview 

A telephone interview was held on June 29, 20Q5 between ETcaminer Ngo and the 
applicant's representative, who wishes to thanlc the Examiner for her informative remarks. 
During the interview, proposed amendments to claims 1 and 7 with respect to the cited prior 
art patents Berthiaume, Wchlc and Schlessmann. The Examiner indicated that the proposed 
amendments to claims 1 and 7 would avoid rejection in view of the cited prior art, but would 
require further search before a decision on patentability could be provided. Because the 
rejections are final, the proposed amendments will not be entered by the Examiner unless 
accompanied by a Request for Continued Examination. 
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Caaiim Rejections - 35 USC 103 

At item 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner has rejected claims 1, 5, 7and 1 1 under 
35 USC 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Berthiaume (6,592,415) in view of Wehle et al. 
(US 5320,240) or Schlcssmann et al. (S,165»56S). The Examiner states that Bertbdaume 
discloses (Figs, 1 0 and 1 1 A) a watercrafl comprising a fuel fill member 152 having a tabular 
routing structure with a stopper m^ber, a fill cap 140; and a routing structure compiising a 
fiiel filling portion formed al an outer end and a plural hose connecting portion at the other 
end (Fig. 1 1 A). The Examiner concedes that Berthiaume does not disclose a chain having a 
protective tube, the chain having one end fastened to the inside of the routing structure and the 
other end fastened to the fill cap, but states that Wehfe or Schlessmann teach a fuel cap 
comprising a chain having a protective tube and the chain having one end ^stened to the 
inside of the routing structure and the other end fastened to the fuel cdip. It would have been 
obvious to modify the Berthiaimie cap with a chain having a protective tubc» the chain having 
one end fastened to the inside of the routing structure and the other end fastened to the fuel 
cap a$ taught by Wehle or Schlcssmann in order to protect the fiiel cap firom accidental loss. 

Upon review of the references, the appUcant notes that Berthiaume discloses a 
personal watercraft, including a deck and an engine. The engine includes a lubrication system 
which comprises a lubricant filler neck 132 (Figs. 10, 11,1 1 A) having an oil/air separator 130 
incorporated therein. The filler neck 132 is attached to the deck, permits attachment of a hose 
from an oil tank, and includes a fill cap 140. The filler neck includes a tubular routing 
structure having a filling portion 152 at an outer (first) end thereof, and includes plural hose 
connecting portions 134, 154 at the (second) end opposed to the outer end. The second end of 
the fi I ler neck includes an imxer chamber 1 37 separate fixim and surrounded by an annular 
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outer chamber 139/14L Connecting portions 134, 154 extend perpendicularly to the axis 
direction of the tubular filler neck so as to commmiicate with the outer chamber 139/141, and 
provide an inlet from the oil/air return line and an air outlet, respectively. Both the innjer and 
outer chambers 137, 139/141 di$charge to the oil reservoir 120. 

Wehle teaches using a braided cord to secure a cap to a fuel or lubricant tank opening 
because the minimal material thickness of the cord does not hinder tanking of the fuel. Wehle 
teaches using injection molded, shaped plastic coverings 27» 29 for die ends of the braided 
cord 28 to facilitate holding the flexible cord ends to the respective cap 1 8 or tank opening 
structures (filling stub 22). The applicant notes the discontinuity in the illustration of the 
plastic covering 27 shown in Fig. 4, whereby the length of the plastic covering 27 is unknown. 

Schlessmann teaches a closure 1 for a fuel tank or the like which includes a limp 
connecting part 14 attached to an inner surface of the closure 1 using a rigid plastic cndpiece 
15. The opposing end of the connecting part 14 is retained within the fuel tank by means of a 
plastic somewhat v-shapcd holding bracket 13. Like Wehle, Schlessmann discloses a 
retaining cord having hard plastic connectors formed at each end thereof for connecting the 
cord to the respective end structures. 

The applicant respectfully disagrees with this rejection. Berthiaume does not disclose 
a fuel inlet apparatus as recited in the claims^ but instead teaches a lubricant inlet apparatus. 
The applicant respectfully submits that a lubricant inlet apparatus is not interchangeable with 
a fiiel inlet apparatus since the physical properties of fuel and lubricant are quite different, and 
thus the material handling structures for accommodating them are correspondingly different 
In particular, the fuel inlet apparatus disclosed and claimed by the applicant includes plural 
hose connecting portions at an end opposed to the outer end. A first hose connecting portion, 
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axially aligned with the tubular routitig structuiie, connects to a fuel line ftom the fuel tank, 
and a second connecting portion, in parallel to the first connecting portion but separate 
thcreironi^ connects to an air bleed line from the fuel tank. Both of these structures arc 
opposed to, and octend perpendicularly to, the outer (first) end. However, Berfhiaume 
discloses a single connecting portion on the second end, albeit with two chambers (137 and 
139/141) opening thereinto. Althougji Berthiaume discloses additional pipe connectors (134, 
1 S4)» these are positioned at an intermediate portion of the fuel filler, rather than at an end 
opposed to the outer end thereof, and extend in a direction transverse to the tubular loutiTig 
structure. 

As further exanoples of structural differences related to the differing use, the lubricant 
reservoir of Berthiaume does not disclose (or require since it is a lubricant tank rather than a 
fuel tank) an air bleed line connected directly between the lubricant reservoir and the fuel inlet 
apparatus. Berthiaume fiirther does not disclose stop members provided within the tubular 
routing structure for limiting the extent to which a fuel nozzle can be inserted therein. 

As regards claim 1 1 > the applicant notes that as a result of the Jepson-style claim 
format, structures such as the fuel tank and the fuel supply hose between tiie fuel fill member 
and the fuel tank are positively recited in this claim and thus must be given patentable weight. 
The applicant respectfully submits that these structures are not obvious in view of the 
lubricant filler neck and lubricant reservoir of Berthiaume. Although Berthiaume discloses a 
fliel tank, a fliel filler neck is not disclosed by Berthiaume. 

Although the applicant disagrees with the rejection of the claims* the applicant has 
amended claims 1 and 7 herein to promote the prosecution of flie application. Specifically* 
claim 1 has been amended herein to include the language '^each of the plural hose connecting 
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portions extending in parallel to the tubular routing structure and opening directly thereinto*'. 
This language is supported in the original application in Figs. 3» 4, 5, and 7. This feature is 
not disclosed by Berthiaume. As stated above» Berthiaume discloses a single connecting 
portion on the second end, albeit with two chambers (137 and 139/141) opening thereinto. 
Altliougb Berthiaume discloses additional pipe connectors (1 34^ 1 54), these are positioned at 
an intennediate portion of the fuel filler apparatus* rather than at an end opposed to the outer 
end thereof. Moreover, pipe connectors 134, 154 extend in a direction transverse to the 
tubular routing structure 

Claim 7 has been amended to recite that the protective tube is physically separate and 
spaced apart from chain fastening structures. This language is supported in the oiiginal 
application in Figs. 7 and 8. Neither Wehle nor Schlessmann disclose a protective tube 
surrounding a portion of the chain which is separate and distinct from the structure which 
attaches the chain to either the fuel inlet apparatus and cap. That is, the applicant's protective 
tube is spaced from the chain ends so as to protect a mid-portion of the chain, whereas in 
contrast, the cited references each provide a retaining coid having hard plastic connectors 
formed at each end thereof for connecting the cord end to a corresponding structure. Thus, 
BerthiaimiLe, as modified by these references, does not make obvious this inventive feature. 

Based on the foregoing, claims 1,5,7, and 1 1 are now in condition for allowance. 
Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Allowable Snbiect Matter 
At item 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner has indicated that claims l-A, 6, 9, 10 
and 12 are allowed, and that claim 8 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
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claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent fonn including all of the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Applicant respectfully suggests that as presently amended, all of the pending claims 
are believed to be allowable. 

It is applicant's contention that no possible reading of the references, either singly or in 
any reasonable combination^ can be viewed as teaching applicant's claimed invention* 

For all of the above mentioned reasons, applicant requests reconsideration and 
withdrawal of the rejection of record, and allowance of the pending claims. 

Applicant respectfully submits that all of the above amendments are folly supported 
by the original application. Applicant also respectfoUy submits that the above amendments 
do not introduce any new matter into the SQ)pIication. 

Favorable consideration is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Customer No. 2 1828 

Carrier, Blackman & Associates, P.C. 




24 1 0 1 Novi Road, Suite 1 00 Attomcy for Applicant 

Novi, Michigan 48375 Registration No. 32^97 

July 21, 2005 (248) 344-4422 

CERTIFICATE OF FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being transmitted, via facsimile, to the 
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